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Hence the assertion that a certain object remote from me in time
or space is actual can mean only that I find it as a member of a
series of possible experiences which the understanding postulates
as a condition of the unity of my actual present experience. This
distinction between phenomena and noumena provides the key to
the solution of the cosmological problems. Phenomena and the
space and time which are their forms are not things in the absolute
sense of independently real existents, but only objectively deter-
mined appearances of such things. Now the assumption made in
the formulation of the cosmological problems is that if the con-
ditioned is given, the complete series of all its conditions is given
too; and as far as metaphysical substances, or noumena, are con-
cerned> this is merely an analytical proposition; but as regards
appearances the situation is entirely different. All that we can
properly maintain of these is that they occur in a necessary order
which is spatial, temporal, and causal, and that in those series we
must always take for granted the existence of a further term which
it is our task to discover. This suggests that the arguments of the
antitheses are in fact justified and that the world as appearance
must be regarded as infinitely divisible and extended, but the
suggestion is misleading. The doctrine of the antitheses is that a
part of matter consists of an actually infinite number of indepen-
dently real parts, whereas the Critical doctrine is simply that the
process of division can be carried on indefinitely, but that the
possibility of this indefinite regress does not presuppose the actual
existence of an infinite number of independent reals, since the
process itself deals with phenomena, not noumena. Hence the
statement that a particular member of such a series is actual means
simply that it is either met with in experience or is implied by
something else which is.
The error which underlies the formulation of the cosmological
problems is indeed identical with that involved in the paralogisms,
namely an ambiguity due to a failure to distinguish between pro-
positions which relate to things in themselves and propositions
which relate to phenomena.
As contrasted with this illegitimate or constitutive use of the
notion of a totality of conditions, there is a legitimate or regulative
employment of it on which a critical philosophy must insist. In
this sense it provides a rule for the guidance of the understanding
in its investigation of phenomena, forbidding it to regard any
actually discovered term in an empirical regress as being actually